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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 4-7 recite the limitation "the further data storage" in line 1. There is 

insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2,4-9 and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
unpatentable by Prahlad (US 2001/0047459). 

As to claim 1, Prahlad discloses a system for recovering electronic documents 
archived in a data storage mechanism comprising: a computer connected with said data 
storage mechanism, where the computer retrieves a stored data file comprising original 
electronic document data information and further wherein the retrieved stored data file is 
automatically analyzed and categorized into one or more of a plurality of distinct 
categories (Page 2, 1J0024, lines 2-5 & Page 2, U0031 & Figure 4). 
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As to claim 2, Prahlad discloses the system of claim 1, wherein the computer is 
connected via a network connection to the data storage mechanism (Figure 7, Page 3, 
U0037). 

As to claim 4, Prahlad discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a hard drive (Figure 7.732, Page 3, H0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 5, Prahlad discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a tape drive (Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 6, Prahlad discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a DVD (Figure 7.734, Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 7, Prahlad discloses the system of claim 1, wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a CD-ROM (Figure 7.734, Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 8, Prahlad discloses a method for recovering electronic mail archived 
in a data storage mechanism comprising the steps of: 

providing a computer with access to said data storage mechanism (Page 2, 
H0024, lines 2-5); 

retrieving a stored data file comprising original electronic mail data information 
from the data storage mechanism(Page 2, 1J0024, lines 2-5); and 

further wherein the retrieved stored data file is automatically analyzed and 
categorized into one or more of a plurality of distinct categories(Figure 4 & Page 2, 
1J0031). 
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As to claim 9, Prahlad discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the computer is 
connected via a network connection to the data storage mechanism (Figure 7, Page 3, 
U0037). 

As to claim 1 1 , Prahlad discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a hard drive (Figure 7.732, Page 3, H0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 12, Prahlad discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a tape drive (Figure 7.736, Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 13, Prahlad discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a DVD (Figure 7.734, Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

As to claim 14, Prahlad discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the further data 
storage mechanism is a CD-ROM (Figure 7.734, Page 3, 1J0038, lines 13-17). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Prahlad taken in view of Cannon (6,021,415). 

As to claims 3 and 10, Prahlad discloses a wherein the computer is connected to 
the data storage mechanism via an Ethernet network (Figure 7, Page 3, 1J0037). 
Prahlad fails to disclose wherein the computer is connected via a wireless network 
connection to the data storage mechanism. 

Cannon discloses a storage system coupled to one or more client computers 
(column 2, lines 18-20). Clients are able to retrieve files from the storage subsystem 
(column 2, lines 38-41). Cannon does disclose wherein the computer is connected via 
a wireless network connection to the data storage mechanism (column 4,lines 51-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention by applicant to modify the Ethernet network connection of Prahlad with the 
wireless network connection of Cannon. One of ordinary skill in this art would have 
been motivated to make this modification because a wireless connection is a suitable 
signal-bearing media to transmit data over a network (Cannon: column 1 1 , lines 29-32). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles Ehne whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
2471. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (571)-272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




